
TABLE 6: MONTHLY
(In mlll~Lons o1’ ktlovstthour~)

~ERGY US~ BY ~ PU~EG AND PO~ PL~

North 8oy InEerl~ Pumping Plant 0.~8 0.21 0.~ 0.12 0.1~ 0.16 0.16
S~ Ray E~p/ng Plant 8.3~ 9.16 12.17 12.~0 12.92 1~.~4
De1 Yslle ~tn8 ~lan¢ 0.01 0.10 0.25 0.21 0.15 0.01 0.01
Ha~ O. ~e 9e1~ ~1n�-P~nt 28,16 60.~1 64.2~ ~.86 55.11 58.41 "
Sa~ Luls ~ene~tlng Plant (~ $M~) 1,06 0.~1 1.22 ~.~ 0.14 0.18 7.~
Dos Amtgoe B~n¢ Plant (S~ S~) ’ 12.95 25.21 26.28 26.35 ~0.~8 41.~ 49.1~
Bue~ Vta~ ~=ptng 91~nt 18.59 25,55 25.~ ~.~7 ~.49 ~.67 51.2~
Wheele~ Rld~ ~lnK ~lsn% 21,10 24.46 24.82 24.72 2~.4~ 25.85 28.24
Ch~ls~n ~lnd Gap P~pInK Plant 47.11 55.04 ~4.42 ~2.89 49.0~ ~,~ ~.~
A. O. Edmons~on P~ln¢ Plan% 167.24 194.87 190.94 18~.40 169.06 ~86.~ 201.~
Pea~bloss~ ~mpln~ ?l,~t 0.57 8.14 18.1~ ~.46 ~.~ ~4.7~ ~.~
Devil Canyon P~e~]an% (S~tton Semite) 0.10 0.02 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Oso ~mp~¢ Plant 20.46 19.92 15.~ 1~.52 9.~ 10.~ 8.~8
~1i11~m £. ~e~e P~e~lsnt (S~t/~ Settee) 0.0~ 0.02 0.06 0.05 0.0~ 0.0~ 0.02
~s Patellas ~mp~nE Plan% (S~ S~) 0,~0 0.56 0.62 1.~ 1-4~ 1,72 1
~d~ H111 P~In~ Plant 0,95 1.45 1.59 2,77 ~,96 4,66 5,25

Subto~l ~,85 424,10 4~.~ 454,~ 412.82 4~.6~
System Losses and U~ee~nted for E~r~ 15,45 12.97 ~6,69 17,~ 6,58 0,~ 5,29

To~1 ~4~.~ 4~,~ 45~.~ 471.~ 419.40 461,~ ¯ 5~,41

S~ E~Y

Hya~T~ 11%o ~e~1~n~ 81,~ 98,75 95,45 12~,00 285,59 285,71 264,98
San Luls 9~i,~ene~t~ Plant (~ S~) 0,~ -,0~ -,01 6,41 16,~ 55.51 ~,45
Dev11 Canyon P~e~Isn¢ ~ 2,59 7.8~ 24,22 47.67 60.~ 56,6~ 65,42
Will,am E, Wa~e P~e~lan% 41.47 40.7~ ~.84 ~,B7 19.19 ~.~ 18.~
Cas~!c P~e~lan% (S~ S~) 65.95 ~.~ 49.72 41.71 50.62 Yl.44 29.71
~ottle.R~k Pme~lant -,21 0,55 9,84 ~.~7 2~,~2 -.18 -,~9
Reid Ga~e~ Unit No, 4 ~56,04 157,~0 128,~ 150.05 170.97 160.56 169,~0
Pine Flat P~e~lant -,~ ~4~ 25,55 25,~ 51.51 111.70 ~.~
~ P~er Co~o~on -,0~ " 0.2~ 0,92 I .~I 2,15 1,6~
~SC Hydr~lectrlc Plants (Exc~n~ Ene~) ?,~ ~I~" 12,81 18.74 19.~ 18,71
P~er Ex¢~n~ Dellve~d to S~ -42,14 -49-47 -67,28 -121,~ -195,~5 -~86,7~ -181,78
P~er Exc~n~ Recei~d £~m S~ 1~.59 2~4.5~ 28~.20 2~.26 18~.~ 1~.~ 194.~
Ener~ Exc~n~ PacXfle Cas and Elec%~c Co~ 0.~ 0,00 0,00 O.OO 4.00 0.~ 0,00

Ener~ Exc~n~ Salt River P~gec% 0,00 0,00 0,00 0.00 0.~ -1.28 -7,20
SC~S~ Exc~n~ 0,00 O.0O 0,~ 0.~ -,10 -.14 -,16
OS~R 1982 Exc~n~ Re~ 0,~ 2,~0 4.90 0,57 ~,45 0.00 0,00
US~ Schedule Excess 0,~I. 0,10 0,~ 0,~ 0,12 0,04 0,~
L~ Dellve~ Due ~o Eeet 8~nch Ou~ 0.00 0,00 -4.02 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00
Purc~ses

British Col~bls Hydro P~er Au~ori~ 0,00 0,00 ~,54 0,~ },~7 15,15 ~,21
Bo~eville P~er Authorl~ ~,90 ~4,9~ ~,I~ 0,00 20~,97 51,84 0.00

Hon~ P~er Com~ny 0,00 0,OO 0,00 -0,O0 0,00 O.00 0,00
Portland Genes1 Electric Co~,ny 74,40 67.20 74.40 70.~ 0,~ 111,~
Pacific P~er and Light Corny 116,18 ’ 78.98 112,09 141.95 9,14 22,19 2,72
Sea%tie C~%y Llgh% 0,~ 0,~ 0,~ 0.~ 0.~ 1.26 0,18
Salt River Project 0,00 0,00 5,64 0.00 0.00 0,00 0,00
Nashln~on Na~r P~er C~any 0,~ 0,~ O.00 0.~ 0,~ 0,~ 0,~

Subto~1 728,48 780,~9 79~,o8- 7~,72 692,60 9~,66

Lees Sales ~,18 ~4~,12 ~41,~ ~1~.6~ 4~,20 4~,16 361,10

To~l 34~,30 4~7,07 ~5].02 471 .~ 419.40 461,50 507,41

used by SWP plants in PGandE’s service (described earlier in this chapter),
area, compared with 2.73 billion kWh some CVP water is pumped through SWP
used in SCE’s service area. facilities at Banks Delta, Dos Amigos,

San Luis, and Las Perillas pumping
Under various water conveyance plants. The USBR furnishes the energy
contracts and exchange agreements for this use of SWP pumping
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POWER OPERATIONS IN 1985
(in trillions of kllowatthoura)

AIIG ’ SEP OCT ~0V 8EC TOT&L iTEM

ENERGY tlSED BY SWP PUMPINC A~D POWER PLANTS

11.11 6.46 3.87 4.80 7.12 65.09 Hyat.t-Thet~alfto Pu~pback end Sgaelon Service
0.16 0.16 0.15 0.20 0.34 2.26 Horth Bay Interim Pumpin$ Plant

12.74 8.18 10.75~ 3.98 4.36 123.16 South Bay PumpinK Plant
0.00 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.01 0.78 Bet Valle Pumpln8 Plant

63.21 74.72 59.71 57.45 99.68 733.65 Harvey O. Banks Delta Pu~pln~ Plant
9.28 20.04 14.89 18.41 65.84 142.89 San Luls Pumpln~-Generetln~ Plant (SWP Share)

41.40 23.04 18.34 17.52 17.64 330.22 Dos Amlaos Puml~ing Plant (S~ Share)
]0.15 26.19 22.91 21.80 17.27 293.10 Bue~ Vista ~mpi~ Plant
28.7.~ 29.~7 26.16 25.08 19.80 301.~ Wheeler Ridge Pu~ing Plant
61.71 65.15 57.13 55.62 43.03 654.06 Chrfam~n Wind Ga~ Punpln~ Plant

213.64 2LXJ.21 200.08 196.5=3 1~0.35 2,282.76 A, D. Edmonston Pumping Plant
37.65 32.83 19.52 20.91 12.02 280.89 Pearblossm PumplnE Plant
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.12 Devi.l Canyot~ Powerplant (Station Service)
8,66 13,02 15,42 15,00 13,27 162,41 Oeo Pu~ping Plant
0,03 0,01 0,00 0,02 0,00 0,32 William E, War~e Pouprplan% (S%atiofl Servfce)
1,10 0,42 O,Y7 0,17 0,30 9,99 Lea Pe~tllas Pu=pinE Plant (SWP Share)
2,99 1,08 0,97 0.49 0,75 26,91 Badger Hill pumptn~ Plant

522,56 529,89 450,28 4Y/,99 451,78 5,410,37 Subtotal
8,88 3,40 3,70 9,37 10,11 110,~8 System Losses and Unaccounted t’o~ Eners:y

531.44 533.29 453.98 ~47.36 461.89 ~ ~ Total

190.87 71.53 104,62 7~,68 40.33 i~’~*~"FY~,~, ;:;.->.~=Hlttt-The~lito Powerplanta
18,44 0,~8 0,12 0,80 0,00 123",06,;~ ..~=~,. San Luta.~Ptm~ing-Cenerettn¢ Plant (SWP Share)
64,46 50,46 T7,26 ~5,88 24,78 478,J.?~_~i~. ~i ,~V~I Canyon Power~lant
17.46 27.39 33.27 31.58 30.49 33S.66,~.~ ’>==~,~llla~’rE. Werne Powe~lant
31.37 5~.76 66.01 56.4~ 49.91 5~.6%-:; : .!_c.a~tai¢ P~er~lant (S~ Share)
33.34 22.03 29.83 30.91 28.17 199.~8        Bottle Rock Powerplant

166.62 158.70 104.09 121.67 165.87 1,810.14 Reed Gardner Unlt Wo. 4 ~ ~/
20.98 -.20 -.07 0.00 0.00 341.30 .        Pine Flat Power~lant
1.94 1.39 0.91 0.11 .~0~ 12.57 TERA Power Corporation

17.33 16.68 16.T7 15.65 10.32 176.59 ¯ M~)SC Hydroelectric Plants (Exohan8~ Energy)
-166.44 -100.65 -90.20 -75.30 -54.79 -1,331.22 Power Exchange Delivered to SCE

305.18 246.28 236.33 214.67 216.5~ 2.734.00~ -~ 9ower Exchange Recel~d from SCE
0.00 0.00 ~6.70 ~7.00 ~.40 11~7.10 Energy Exchange Paci~Io Gas and E1ec~r¢e Company
0.00 -2.87 5.51 12.03 9.49 15.53 Energy Exchan8~ Southern Callforn~a Edison Compan7

-4.20 0.00 29.79 0.00 0.00 17.11 Ener6T Ex~hanKe Salt River Pro~eet

1.29 O.]5 0.00 O.00 0.00 12.86 USBR 1982 Exchange Return
0.04 0.O4 0.00 O.OO O.00 1.06 .~ USBR Schedule Excess
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.O0 0.00 -4.0~ ~ LADWP De!~very Due to East 8ranch 0u%aEe

.\~ Purchases
10.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 1.95 80.27 ~% British Columbia Hydro Power Au%hor~t7

2.85 2.30 0.00 0.00 0.00 7.01 "~ I~aho Power Company
1.22 0.30 o.0o o.~ 2.0~ 3.~ .onta~ Power co=~ny ~ ll3’

175.54 180.95 16.38 6.23 7.40 904.71 Portland General Eleotrio Co,panT
11.33 21.53 83.38 6.52 O.00 606.01 Pacific P~er and Light Compan~
0.00 0.00 2.10 0.00 0.00 3.54 Seattle City Light
0.00 0.00 4.99 4.84 0.00 15.47 Salt River
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.65 0.65 Washlng~on Water Power Co, any

899.72 747.20 721.46 720.09 589.33 9,4~8.04 Subtotal

368.28 213.91 267.48 272.73 127.4~ ~,937.29 Less Sales ,

531.4~ 533.29 453.98 447.36 461.89 5,520.7~ Total

facilities. Table 6A summarizes the energy scheduled by USBR" represent the

total amount of energy used for pumping aceunulations of small differences
at each plant, the energy furnished by between hourly anounts of energy
the USBR, and the derivation of the net scheduled for pumping SWP water and
SWP energy use presented in Table 6. those actually used.) Similarly, Table
(The quantities shown as "excess daily~ 6A shows the derivation of the SWP
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share o~ energy generated at the San plant furnished 0.3~ billion kWh to th
Luis Pumping-Generating Plant. SWP in 1985. Under the MWDSC contract

DWR receives energy from five small
Ener~,So~rce$ hydroelectric plants on the MWDSC

system (30 MW total eapaclty). As
Table 6 also shows the monthly sources explained in Chapter VI, DWR has
of SWP energy during 1985. The output exchange agreements with SCE and the
of the Hyatt-Thermalito complex in 1985 Los Angeles Department of Water and
was 1.72 billion k~h, about 35 percent Pow.er (LADWP) to facilitate
below last year’s output and well below transmission of energy from the MWDSC
estimated average annual output of 2.38 plants to the SWP.
billion kWh~ ,

Under the 1979 DWR-SCE Power Contract,
Energy generation at the SWP power in effect since April 1983, part of th~
recovery plants (San Luis, Devil Hyatt-Thermalito generation and all of
Canyon, Warns, and Castaic) totaled the output of Devil Canyon Powerplant
about 1.51 billion kWh, more than are delivered to SCE. The energy is
double last year’s amount. The generally delivered during on-peak
combined output of the recovery plants periods and a greater amount of energy
and the Hyatt-Thermallto facilities was is returned during off-peak periods.
sufficient to meet about 58 percent of Table 6 shows both the monthly
swP energy requirements in 1985. quantities of energy delivered and

returned under this contract. The net
Other S~dP hydroelectric power resources gain to the SWP during 1985 was 1.qO
are obtained under contract with the billion kWh.
KinKs River Conservation District
(KRCD) and P~/DSC. The KRCD contract Reid Gardner Unit No. q supplied 1.81
provides E~IR with all of the output of billion kwh in 1985, making it the
the 165~ Pine Flat Powerplant. The

largest single source of SWP energy for

TABLE 6A: RECONCILIATION OF ENERGY USE IN 1985FOR SWP AND
(in millions of kilowatthours)

M0~n~
ITEM J~LW FEB MARR APR MAY JUN

Harvey O. Banks Delta "PumplnE Plant
Energy Metered at Pumglng Plant 35.43 60.61 83.65 ~8.95 55.11 58.41 84.41
Less Ensr~ Scheduled by USBR for CVP Pumping --7.~7 O.O0 --19.56 --2.07 0.00 0.00 --28.~7
Plus Excess Doily Energy Scheduled by USBR O.OO 0.00 0.~0 OiO0 0o00 O.O0 0.00
Energy Used for SWP Pumping ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~

D~s Aad.gos Pumping Plant
Energy Me%ered st Pumping Plan% 19.60 39.10 41.49 41.69 52.54 75.21 ’    87.95
Less Energy Scheduled by USBR for C%rP Pumgln~ --6.62 --15.86 --15.21 --15.54 --22.16 --55.25
Less Energy Scheduled by USBR for Station Service --0.05 -- 0.0~ O.O0 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Plus Excess Deily Energy Scheduled by USBR 0.00 0o00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy Used for SWP Pumping 12.95 25.21 ~ 2~.~5 ~0.58 ~

San Luls Pu~pin~ Plant
Ensr~ ~etared at Pumpin~ Plant 65.23 22.95 21.42 5.T5 0.25 0.26 7.77
Less Energy Scheduled by USBR" for C~P Pumpln~ --64.~6 --22.51 --20.25 --1.7~ 0.00 O.OO 0.00
Less Energy Scheduled ~ USBR for Station Service --0.12 --0.40 --0.25 --0.18 --0.11 --0.08 " --0.11
Plus Excess Daily Energy Scheduled by USeR 0.~I 0.07 0.30 0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00
Energy Used for SWP Pumpln~ ~. 0.~I 1.2---’-~~ 0.14 ~

Las Perillas Pu~plng Pl~nt ¯
Energy Metaled st Pumping Plan% 0.~7 0.~6 0.62 1.02 I o4~ 1.72 1.98
Less Energy Se~uled by US~ ~or C~ ~/ng --0.~ 0,~ 0.~ 0.00 0,~ 0.~ 0.~
E~r~ Used for S~ ~g 0.$~ ~ ~ 1.02 1 .~ 1.72 1

~ Luls Ge~e~%~
E~r~ Me~d a% Gene~%1~ Plan~ 0.~ 3.92 1.76 17.43 6~.18 ~.03 ~.~
Less E~r~ Sc~led by US~ for ~P Use O.~ --3.~ --1.80 --11.~ --46.~3 --~9.~ --54.92
Plus Exce.s Da~ly Ener~ sc~lad by ~ 0.~ - 0.0~ 0.0~ ~ 0.12 0.0~ 0.~
S~ S~ og E~r~ Gene~%eO 0.~ -.01 -.01 6.41 16.~ ~5.ffI
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the year. This includes the return of the operation &nd management of SWP
12 million kWh of energy banked with power resources not in Table ? include:
the Nevada Power Company in 1983 during
initial start-up of this coal-fired o debt service and OM&R costs of $8.4
unit. The balance of the banked energy million associated with the output
due DWR was about 30 million kWh as of of Pine Flat Power pl ant ;
December 31, 1985.

o OM&R and fuel costs of $49.4
DWR also has a contract with TERA Power million associated with Reid
Corporation for the purchase of energy Gardner Unit No. 4; and
produced at Bethany Wind Park, near the
South Bay Pumping Plant. About 145 o debt service and OM&R costs
50-kW wind turbines were operational associated with other SWP-owned
at the end of 1985; over 12 million kWh generation facilities.
of wind-generated energy was delivered
to DWR during the year, double last Power~les
year’ s output.

When three major long-term power

Power P rcboses and related contracts terminated on
Power Service Costs March 31, 1983, DWR began operating as

a bulk power distributor under new

Power purchases and transmission short-term power purchase and sales

service costs during 1985 are contracts, and longer term power and

summarized in Table 7. DWR purchased transmission contracts with utilities

2.87 billion kwh of energy from 13 in Arizona, California, Canada, Idaho,
utilities for $71.5 million. Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Texas, and
Transmission, capacity, losses, and Washington. With the existing SWP
dispatching services amounted to $38.6 resources and new short-term power
million. Other costs associated with purchase contracts with the Northwest

CVP PUMPING AT SWP PLANTS AND JOINT-USE FACILITIES
(in millions of kilowatthours)

MONTH

AUG SEP OCT NOV DEC TOTAL ITEM

Harvey O. Banks Delta Pumping Plant
100.48 79.17 66.05 62.11 109.02 853.56 EnerE~ Metered at Pumping Plant

-37.27 --4.45 -6.32 -4.66 -9.54 --119.71 Less Energy Scheduled by USBR for C~P Pum~InE
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 Plus Excess Daily Ener~ry Scheduled by USeR

65.21 74.72 59.71 57.45 99.68 753.65 Energy Used for SWP Pumpln~

Dos Ami~os Pumping Plant
65.85 29.16 22.02 21.07 21.29 516.95 Energy Metered at Pumping Plan%

--24.45 -- 6.12 -- 3.68 -- 3.55 -- ~.49 --186.51 Less Energy Schedulsd by USBR for C~ pumping
0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 --0.16 -- 0.22 Less Energy Scheduled by USBR for Stetlon Service

O.O0 0.OO O.00 O.00 O.OO O.00 Plus Excess Daily Ener~ Scheduled by USBR

41.40 25.04 18.54 17.52 17.64 530.22 EnerEy Used for SWP Pumpln~

San Luls Pumping Plant
10.89 44.40 46.94 74.65 144.42 444.91 EnerEy Metered at Pumping Plant

-- 1.55 --24.13 --51.85 --~6.03 --78.50 --300.69 Less Ener~ Scheduled by USB8 for C~P Pumping
--0.08 --0.27 . --0.20 --0.21. -- 0.08 --2.09 Less Energy Scheduled by USBR for S%atlon Service

O.00 0.0~ 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.76 Plus Excess Daily Energy Scheduled by USBR
9.28 20.04 14.89 18.41 65.84 142.89 Energy Used for SWP Pumpin~

Las Perillas Pumping Plant
1.17 0.42 0.57 0.20 0.50 10.16 Energy Mete~d st pumping Plant

--0.07 0.00 0.00 --0.0~ 0.00 --0.17 Less Ener~ Scheduled by USBR for CVP Pumpln~
1.10 0.42 0.~7 0.17 0.50 9.9~- Energy Used for SWP Pumpln~

San LuAs Generation ~lant
~7.7~ 0.38 0.12 0.80 0.00 289.72 Energy Metered’at Generation Plant

--9.55 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 --166.96 Less EnerKy Scheduled by USeR for CVP Use
0.04 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 0.30 Plus Excess Daily Energy Scheduled by USeR

18.4~ 0.58 0.12 0.80 0.00 ~ 3WP Share of EnerEy Generated
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TABLE 7: SWP POWER AND TRANSMISSION SERVICE PURCHASES IN 1985

Suppller Services Provided InvolceAmount

Bonneville Power Authority Firm and nonflrm enerEy ¯ $ 10,771
British Columbia Hydro Power Authority Nonflrm energy 2,495,~56
El Paso Elec%rlc Company Fillng fees 50
Idaho Power Co.any Nonf~ ener~
KlnEs River Conser~%ion Dis%rlct Hydr~lec%rlc ener~ ¯ ~ 2,6~4,580
Los An~les Depar%~n% of Wa~r and P~er T~nsmlsslon and d~spa%ch~n~ , ~02,5~6
MCR Geo%he~l Co~o~%ion Geo%he~l s~am
Mon~ Power Co.any Nonfl~ ener~ ~,050
Ne~ P~er Co.any T~nsmlsslon 98~ ,478
Pacific Gas and Electric Co.any,

S~%hern Califo~a Edlson Company,
San Diego Gas and Electric Co~8ny ~ %~nsm~ss~on ~,500,000

Pacific P~er and LiEh% Co.any Fi~ capaci~ and ener~,
%~nsm~sslon and losses
on third per~ systems 20,07~,0~

Pacific P~er and Ll~% Co.any T~nsm~ss~ ~2,76~
Portland Genes1 Elec%rlc C~any Fi~ ~paci~,

and no~i~ ener~                    24,585,265
Salt River Project

I~ve~n% and Power D~s%rlc% Ener~ 555,257
Seattle Ci~ Llgh% No~i~ ener~ ~,740
Sou~he~ Callfo~la Edison C’o~any T~nsmlsslon and dispa~chln~
T~A P~er Co~o~%lon W~nd ener~ ~
The Me%ropoll~n Water Dls%r~c%

of Southe~ Callfo~la Hydroelectric ener~ 9,580~599
Washln~on Water P~er Co.any No~i~ ener~ 2~ ,9~
Wes~ A~a Power A~in~s%~lon In%erco~ec%ion %~ns~sslon ~ ,~54,000

utilities, the SWP is ensured of more Table 8 sunmarizes power related sales
than enough 9nergy and capacity to meet by DWR. Total energy sold in 1985 was
future SWP needs. DWR entered into 3.94 billion kWh for a revenue of
power sales contracts to sell any $123.1 million from 14 utilities.
excess capacity 9nd energy, within the Other power related revenues were for
limit of SWP’s contractual transmission peakingcapacity payments from Nevada
capabilities, at Malin, Tesla, Vincent, Power Company and peaking capacity
Sylmar, and E1 Dorado substations, foregone payments from LADWP for a

combined revenue of $3.2 million.
During 1985, DWR sold this excess
capacity and energy on a daily basis to Tr6~nsmi$~on Seru~ceA~reement$
utilities at current market rates. The
decision to sell the power, or to wait The transmission service agreements
for a more opportune time, took into describe~~ in Bulletin 132-84 (page 38)
consideration projected SWP operations are still in effect. Some contractual
and changes in the power market as well options on new interruptlble
as energy losses, transmission costs, transmission paths between Vincent-San
and dispatching costs. DWR’s Onofre, Vincent-Sylmar, Vincent-Midway,
computerized accounting system quickly Vincent-Palo Verde, and E1 Dorado-Mead
monitors the status of the power were exercised in order to .make energy
purchases and sales operation.
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TABLE 8: SWP POWER SALES IN 1985

Purchaser Kilowatthours Amount of Sale

City of Anaheim 188,217 000 $ 5,814,172
City of Burbank 184,054 000 5,752,262
City of Glendale. " 171,711 000 5,454,480
CIty of Pasadena 229,278 000 . 7,279,008
City of Riverside 107,626 000 3,522,957
City of Santa Clara 169,705 000 5,622,305
City of Vernon 87,808 000 2,960,936
Los Angeles

Department of Water and Power 38,762,000 3,914,659(a
Nevada Power Company 195,024,000 7,717,142
Northern California Power Agency 183,513,000 6,262,990
Pacific Gas and Electrlc Company 1,908,078,000 57,i99,084
Salt River Project Agricultural

Improvement and Power District 31,375,000 899,400
San Diego Gas and Electric Company 174,996,000 6,033,811
Southern California Edison Company 267,197,000 8,125,970

a) Includes ~ r peaking ~ne.

b) In addition~-5o this amount, there was ~y,&63~i~]~ revenue
for delivery of I~!.7~616~ij~ of energ~%_~ under the DWR-SCE
Generation Replacement Agreement. DWR made this energy delivery
to aCE pursuant to the 1982 DWR-San~Bernardino Valley Municipal
Water District (SBVMWD) Energy Purchase Agreement to replace
generation lost by aCE because of water diversions SBVMWD made
from the Santa Ans River and Mill Creek.

sales to utilities in Arizona, Nevada, contract .with the Western Area Power
and Southern California. Administration (WAPA). WAPA provides a

paralle! transmission path from Table
Because of construction delays, PGandE . Mountain Substation to the Tracy
extended the completion date for the Substation, at which point the
Table Mountain reinforcement project transmission path is linked to PGandE’s
from January 1985 to mid 1986. All line. Using this parallel transmission
equipment has been installed but has path allowed the output from the Hyatt-
not yet been accepted for commercial Thermalito power complex to bypass the
operation. The delay in increasing the power bottleneck between Table Mountain
500-kV transmission capacity from Table ~and Tesla substations, resulting in
Mountain to Tesla substations caused little curtailment of the Hyatt-
DWR to extend its present transmission Thermalito power complex during 1985.
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